The standard solution to the presence of fixed effects is to use the within estimator, which transforms all covariates into deviations from the within-panel average. However, this estimator is also inconsistent in models that include the lagged dependent variable. This is generally known as Nickell Bias after Nickell (1981), which is problematic in panels with a low number of observations over time, like the one used in this paper.
reports the results of using the system GMM approach to estimate the parameters of the empirical model. These estimates substantially reproduce those found using standard regression analysis, indicating that the results were not being driven by the presence of fixed-effects. GMM estimates thus confirm that campaign policy declaration have an effect on post-election left-right party images, despite the strong continuity in policy brands over time. Table 1 Generalized Method of Moments estimates for dynamic panels. System model (Blundell & Bond, 1998 
Alternative scaling of manifesto data
In the main analyses of the paper, platform positions are captured by the Manifesto Project rile estimate of manifestos' left-right tone. The specialized literature, however, has pointed out that, in the presence of a high number of "quasi-sentences" with no clear left-right content (so called neutral), the rile scaling method yields estimates that are biased towards the center (Kim & Fording, 1998; Lowe, Benoit, Mikhaylov, & Laver, 2011 (2011) is not straightforward, since their measure has no predefined endpoints. My approach has been to define these endpoints based on the empirical distribution of the data.
Estimates in Table 3 and Table 4 Empirical results using simulation-extrapolation (SIMEX) As Benoit et al. (2009) discuss, data generated from text is prone to measurement error.
Election manifestos are clearly not an exception. The presence of error in the covariates of a model introduces bias in the estimator. For that reason, Benoit et al. (2009) propose using simulation-extrapolation (simex) to estimate any empirical model using data generated from text.
Such an approach creates several simulated dataset that progressively "add" increasing levels of measurement error. The empirical model is estimated in each of these simulated datasets. The final estimates are generated by using the results of the simulated datasets to extrapolate what the estimate would be if the data had no measurement error. For further information about this estimation procedure, please see Lederer (2006) .
In order to use simulation-extrapolation, estimates of the measurement error in the covariates are needed. These are available for the original rile index (Benoit et al., 2009 ) as well as for Lowe et al.'s logit scales (Lowe et al., 2011) . With these measurement error data, I have reestimated the empirical models. The results, reported in Table 5 , offer the same conclusion as analyses ignoring measurement error: election statements have a systematic though limited impact on party policy images. We can thus infer that the presence of measurement error, at least as estimated in Benoit et al. (2009) and (2011), is not driving the results of the analysis. Adams et al. (2011) . In most of these surveys, there is an item eliciting asking respondents to locate the main parties of the country on a left-right scale.
Unfortunately, the EVD does not provide the precise wording of the survey questions. This question is available for the following country-election observations:
Country Elections in the EVD
In the case of Denmark, I have included the 2005 Danish Election Study (Andersen, 2005 Note that most of these surveys use 11-point scales. In a handful of cases, however, the scale used is a 10-point one. For these surveys, I have rescaled the data as follows. First, if the lowest value in the 10-point scale, I have subtracted that lowest value from the data. Second, I
have applied the following affine transformation to all but the lowest value: newscale = (oldscale -1) • (10/9). 7 The wording in the Danish Election study reads: "In politics, we speak often on the left and right. Where would you place yourself on this scale? And where would you place the individual parties?". The scale is a 0-10 one.
